J. Edgar Hoover . by Curt Gentry; review by A. than Theoliaris 

Today's Wnsliington Post review illustrat e the unwisdom of assigning the author of a 
competitive book to review a newer one on the anno subject. 

From ny dealings with both men I linve reason not to accept either as fulljf informa- 
tive or fair, Genrty because lie lied in the book lie ghosted for Francis ^ary Powers and 
his U-2 flight shot down over the USoU and Theoh/iris because he lias consistently sought 
to make it appear tlrnt hi3 is the only basic and dependable work , all0inclu3ives when it 
it not,^voi*y good as it is, and because ho lias protended tlmt ny work at least, i 3 lii 3 . 

(I gave him huiulreds of pages of FBI rejiorts ho credited to the FBI, not me, *ind ho was 
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so stingy tliat ho did not even send me a cop:/’ ol* his book. 
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Thoohziria begins his review with two paragr^fllis 
paragrnplis and in its concluding sentence and ho devotes the red^t of the half -page 
review, beginning in the second par agi^di ^tolling the roadex's wliy tfv^h^t get or even 

trust it. wKluivty. fcVtU\ 

He criticizes Gentry for accepting "mieinfornation" from "Ms FBI sources , (fTHo may^ 

well have been Gentry* 3 source for Buying tliat Hoover had certain FBI records Thooliaris 
says do not exist. In thi3 Theoharis covers liinself witli a single word, "extant," re- 
ferring to Dover's two special series of office files, Official and Personal and u onfi- 
uential. Ho does not dddress wliotlier the filoo he sayn do not exist could have been among 
the many destroyed by //cover ' 3 private secretary, Helen Gandy . 

In fact, uAiert he in supposedly talking about tliese "extant" two files, specifically 
*1 

"celeority files," Thooliaris states explicitly "there are no such files Ho is careful 

not to say in these "extant" remains. In fact there or« many such files that the FBI lias, 

some of wMtth I've obtained by vittun of duplicate filing, nine being tlio duplicate copies. 

One of his perliaps accurate criticisms of Gentry relates to a list of records to be 

destroyed on ^h£<f^[oath. Theoharis says there uas no need for ;uiy^Clich list because Gandy 

destroyed those records. What she destroyed is copier tliut were in Woover's personal files. 

^ily if tliero were no other copies, v/Mch I'm inclined to believe wan not true, >>ould Theo- 
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haris citLticism bo valid, and all the many pages 1 liave frou these two l*oovor perrrurr&l 
files are in fact duplicates. Destroying them wliilo leaving tho originals or other dupli— 




cates in file would SiSeL t the purpose 0 ? cUwt ruction. 
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Tlieoliaris' own scftolarsliip in subject to question. lie filed FOIA, requests and he accepted 
what he got in response witliout tuldLng any one case to court when it is impossible tliat he 
got lull compliance witli Ms requests. x hus ho wrote not only based on known incompleteness, 
one of Ms ci’iticisms of Gentry, he also did the FBI a favor by nolclng it possible for it 
to claim proporily tliut all it lind to discloHo in response to duplicating requests is wliat 
it opted to let Theoharis have. 

The review also serves to advertise Thooharis' competitive books. 


